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Art Unit: 2161 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is issued in response to Application filed on September 16, 2003. 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 7,15, and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
term spiderability is incorrectly spelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 2,7,9,10,1 5,17,18,and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1,9,and 17 recite the limitation "the code" in limitation (A) within claims 
1 ,9 and 17, examiner is unsure as to what "code" applicant is referring to, since there is 
no prior mention of such coding. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 

Claims 2,10,and 18 recite the limitation "the owner" in the first line of claims 
2,10,and 18, examiner is unsure as to what "owner" applicant is referring to, since there 
is no prior mention of an owner. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 
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Claims 7, 15, and 23 recite the limitation "the spiderability" in the second line of 
claims 7,15,and 23, examiner is unsure as to what "spiderability" applicant is referring 
to, since there is no prior mention of such action. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claims 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 9 and 17, the term "substantially" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the term refers to an extent or degree of something, not an actual comparison. 
Examiner is unsure as to what degree of similarity the ranking needs to be, rendering 
the claims indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dooley (US Patent Application No. 20020035611) filed on December 28, 2000, in 
view of Feeley (US Patent Application No. 20040068460) filed on October 2, 2002. 
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Regarding Claims 1,9, and 17, Dooley discloses a process for increasing 
traffic flow to a Web site from one or more search engines, comprising the steps 
of: 

A) a program receiving access to review the code of a Web site ([0056], 
lines 36-40, Dooley) 1 ; 

B) the program receiving one or more search phrases related to the Web 
site ([0046], lines 2-11, Dooley); 

C) the program receiving one or more selected search engines to submit 
the Web site to ([0050], lines 8-11, Dooley); and 

G) the program submitting the Web site to the selected search engines 
([0050], lines 12-18, Dooley) 2 . Though, Dooley does refer to the search engines 
performing some type of ranking (Fig.3; [0017], lines 20-22, Dooley), Dooley is 
silent with respect to the methods of how the rankings are determined by D) the 
program determining the ranking methodologies used by the selected search 
engines; E) the program analyzing the Web site using substantially similar 
ranking methodologies used by the selected search engines; F) the program 
automatically editing the code of the Web site to increase the expected traffic 
flow to the Web site from the selected search engines; H) repeating steps D) 
through G) to maintain an increased level of traffic flow to the Web site. On the 
other hand, Feeley discloses D) the program determining the ranking 
methodologies used by the selected search engines ([0023], lines 15-22, 
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Feeley) 3 ; E) the program analyzing the Web site using substantially similar 
ranking methodologies used by the selected search engines ([0026], lines 7-14, 
Feeley) 4 ; F) the program automatically editing the code of the Web site to 
increase the expected traffic flow to the Web site from the selected search 
engines ([0027], lines 1-9, Feeley) 5 ; H) repeating steps D) through G) ([0025], 
lines 18-23, Feeley) 6 to maintain an increased level of traffic flow to the Web site 
([0027], lines 4-7, Feeley). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to incorporate Feeley's teachings into the 
Dooley system. Dooley and Feeley are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor of Internet search engines and their rankings. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine as suggested by Feeley at 
paragraph [0029], lines 1-8, in order to provide a convenient way for advertisers 
to maximize qualified consumer traffic to their web sites, and for search engines 
to increase their revenue stream. 



1 Examiner Notes: Java applets correspond to a program and the inclusion of the code corresponds to 
receiving access. 

2 Examiner Notes: Submitting corresponds to "identifying". 

3 Examiner Notes: Fig.2 is an example of a search engine and the item 38 shows the different web pages 
are ranked. Also, "determining the ranking method" is achieved by showing the calculations of the search 
listing. 

4 Examiner Notes: Figs.3&4 show an example of a web site with "bid rankings" which are similar to those 
used by the search engine. As seen by Fig. 3, the steps of listing the "current bid", "current position", 
"network high bid", and "new bid" is a consideration of detail for the ranking, which correspond to the act 
of analyzing the web site. 

5 Examiner Notes: "Adjusting bid amounts" correspond to the editing of the web site and because of the 
adjusting of the bids, the ultimate goal is to maintain the position at the top of the search results, which 
would increase the expected flow of traffic. 

6 Examiner Notes: Fig.5 shows a detailed view of the loop (i.e. repeated steps) in order to maintain the 
traffic flow. 
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Regarding Claims 2,10, and 18, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process further including the step of listing suggested edits 
for the owner to manually edit the code of the Web site ([0028], lines 1-11, 
Feeley) 7 . 

Regarding Claims 3,11, and 19, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the program resides on a third party server 
([0041], lines 3-7, Dooley) accessible by an owner of the Web site ([0010], lines 
6-8, Dooley). 



Regarding Claims 4,12, and 20, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the program resides on a personal 
computer ([0050], lines 5-8, Dooley) accessible by an owner of the Web site 
([0010], lines 6-8,Dooley). 



Regarding Claims 5,13, and 21, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the search phrases are entered by an 
owner of the Web site ([0025], lines 2-10, Feeley) 8 and further comprising the 
step of the program determining additional search phrases ([0025], lines 10-14, 
Feeley). 

7 Examiner Notes: Fig. 4 shows item 57, which is a drop down menu for the owner to choose a desired 
ranking (i.e. manual). Altering the ranking position corresponds with the editing of the web site. 

8 Examiner Notes: The owner/advertiser reads in the next keyword, which corresponds to the entering of 
the phrase. 
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Regarding Claims 6,14, and 22, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the search phrases are entered by an 
owner of the Web site ([0025], lines 2-10, Feeley) and further comprising the step 
of receiving additional search phrases from a search phrase suggestion tool 
([0025], lines 14-18, Feeley) 9 

Regarding Claims 7,15, and 23, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the analyzing the Web site step includes 
checking the spiderability of the Web site ([0024], lines 8-13, Feeley). 

Regarding Claims 8,16, and 24, the combination of Dooley in view of 
Feeley, disclose the process wherein the analyzing the Web site step includes 
checking for search engine parsing problems in the Web site ([0048], lines 1-9, 
Dooley). 

Other Prior Art Made of Record 

1. Hoekstra et al. (US Patent No. 5,905,862) discloses a method, apparatus, and 
storage medium that relates to a computer networks and, in particular, to registration of 
web sites with multiple search engines on a network such as the world-wide web. 

9 Examiner Notes: The suggestion tool corresponds to multiplying the bid amount by the adjusted ratio, 
which results in an estimated bid amount. 
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Points of Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chelcie Daye whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3891 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Chelcie Daye 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 
March 1 , 2006 




